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Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I am on the 

floor today because I believe that Con-
gress must put an end to the waste of 
American lives and taxpayer dollars 
overseas. 

Recently, President Obama requested 
$500 million to train and arm Syrian 
rebels. In his editorial, ‘‘Congress Can 
Stop Obama’s Ramp Up to War,’’ Pat 
Buchanan made an excellent point, 
saying: 

Before Congress takes up his proposal, 
both Houses should demand that Obama ex-
plain exactly where he gets the constitu-
tional authority to plunge us into what the 
President himself calls ‘‘somebody else’s 
civil war.’’ 

Buchanan goes on to comment: 
Syria has not attacked us. Syria does not 

threaten us. Why are we joining a jihad to 
overthrow the Syrian Government? 

Mr. Speaker, Iraq is another country 
in which America has again become in-
volved to the detriment of our best in-
terests. 

A former commandant of the Marine 
Corps, who has been my adviser for the 
past 6 years, stated in a recent email to 
me, ‘‘We should not put boots on the 
ground.’’ He went on to say that the 
situation in Iraq is ‘‘a Middle East 
issue that needs a Middle East solu-
tion,’’ not more American troops. 

Unfortunately, there are currently 
750 American boots on the ground in 
Iraq, with authorization from the 
President for up to 770 in the future. 

As our involvement in Iraq escalates, 
I am reminded of another important 
point made by Pat Buchanan: 

It is astonishing that Republicans who 
threaten to impeach Obama for usurping au-
thority at home remain silent as he prepares 
to usurp the war powers—to march us into 
Syria and back into Iraq. 

Last August, Americans rose as one 
to tell Congress to deny Obama any au-
thority to attack Syria. Are Repub-
licans now prepared to sit mute as 
Obama takes us into two new Middle 
East wars on his own authority? 

Mr. Speaker, Marine Lieutenant Gen-
eral Greg Newbold wrote an insightful 
editorial for Time in April 2006, titled, 
‘‘Why Iraq Was a Mistake.’’ From 2000 
until 2002, General Newbold was direc-
tor of operations for the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and describes himself as ‘‘a wit-
ness and therefore a party to the ac-
tions that led us to the invasion of 
Iraq—an unnecessary war.’’ 

In closing, I would like to quote a 
paragraph from General Newbold’s edi-
torial regarding the distortion of intel-
ligence that drew America into the 
Iraq war in the first place: 

In 1971, the rock group The Who released 
the antiwar war anthem, titled, ‘‘Won’t Get 
Fooled Again.’’ To us, its lyrics evoked a 
feeling that we must never again stand by 
quietly while those ignorant of and casual 
about war lead us into another one and then 
mismanage the conduct of it. 

Never again, we thought, would our mili-
tary’s senior leaders remain silent as Amer-
ican troops were marched off to an ill-con-
sidered engagement. It’s 35 years later, and 
the judgment is in: The Who had it wrong. 
We have been fooled again. 

Those are sad, sad words. We have 
been fooled again. 

Mr. Speaker, we in Congress have the 
responsibility, based on the Constitu-
tion, to never get fooled again, but too 
many times we do not uphold our con-
stitutional rights. I believe the words 
of Pat Buchanan and Greg Newbold ar-
ticulate the many reasons that no 
President should bypass Congress and 
the Constitution to send our military 
into combat. 

Mr. Speaker, before closing, I have a 
photograph from the Greensboro News- 
Record. Here we go again in setting up 
our men and women in uniform that 
possibly could get killed in a foreign 
country. Mr. Speaker, this is a group of 
Army soldiers bringing a flag-draped 
coffin off of a plane. 

Please, God, don’t let us forget that 
those in uniform are our children, and 
we must protect them by meeting our 
constitutional responsibility. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will ask 
God to please bless our men and women 
in uniform, please bless the families of 
our men and women in uniform, and 
please, God, continue to bless America. 

f 

FOOD INSECURITY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of summer food 
security programs for America’s chil-
dren because, unlike Congress, hunger 
doesn’t take a summer vacation. 

Today, in the United States, food in-
security is persistent and rampant. We 
are one of the richest and most power-
ful Nations in the world, yet one in five 
households with children experience 
food insecurity each year. 

Any American suffering from hunger 
is cause for concern, but it is especially 
troubling to think that so many Amer-
ican children lying in bed at night are 
struggling to sleep because they are 
hungry. 

Thankfully, most children in Amer-
ica who aren’t able to get adequate sus-
tenance at home are provided meals for 
free or at a reduced rate during the 
school year. In fact, 21 million children 
nationwide rely on free or reduced- 
price meals during the school year, and 
825,000 of those children are from my 
State of Illinois. 

But while we have worked hard to en-
sure our children are fed during the 
school year, we often overlook the fact 
that many of these same children lack 
access to these meals during the sum-
mer months. Of the many children who 
receive free or reduced-price lunches 
during the school year, only 14 percent 
currently access meals during the sum-
mer. This is why the USDA’s Summer 
Food Service Program is so important. 

As Members of Congress, it is impera-
tive that we support and promote these 
programs so families who need help 
during the summer months can take 
advantage of them. 

Recently, I had the opportunity to 
visit a Summer Food Service Program 

in my district with the Greater Chi-
cago Food Depository and No Kid Hun-
gry Illinois. I was able to see firsthand 
how the program is benefiting children 
in Illinois and across the country. 
These programs are working and mak-
ing a positive difference for our local 
families. 

Take, for example, the story of Maria 
and her husband from Chicago Heights. 
Maria works part-time at a laundromat 
while her husband works full-time in a 
lumberyard. These two hardworking 
Americans are doing all they can to 
provide for their children. But times 
are still tough and food is more and 
more expensive. To help pick up the 
slack, Maria and her children visit the 
Lunch Bus. 

The Lunch Bus is a great program 
that not only provides lunch for low-in-
come children during the summer, but 
also provides a safe place for those 
children to play and meet other kids. 
There are families all over America 
like Maria’s family that work hard 
every day to provide for their children; 
but oftentimes, despite their hard 
work, difficult circumstances cause 
them to come just short. 

We in this Congress have a responsi-
bility to stand up for these hard-
working families and to ensure no child 
in America goes to bed hungry. That is 
why I am a proud cosponsor of the bi-
partisan Summer Meals Act, which will 
expand the USDA summer nutrition 
program to help more children across 
this country access quality meals dur-
ing the summer months. 

Rather than slashing these funds, we 
need to focus on positive steps we can 
take to end hunger across the country. 
The best way we can reduce the 
amount of Federal Government spend-
ing on food nutrition programs is by 
supporting legislation that creates jobs 
and helps families earn a living wage. 

Moving forward, it is incumbent on 
all of us to promote summer food nu-
trition programs and to ensure that 
the Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act, 
which expires next year, is reauthor-
ized at sufficient levels. 

b 1015 

As I said, Mr. Speaker, hunger does 
not take a summer break, and neither 
should we when it comes to taking care 
of America’s children. 

I will do all I can to make sure these 
children have access to nutritious 
meals all year round, and I ask my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to do 
the same. 

f 

STRATEGIC ENERGY POLICY—UTI-
LIZING NATURAL GAS AT HOME 
AND ABROAD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, in a dramatic shift from 
just a short time ago, the United 
States is reducing its dependence on 
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foreign sources of energy. It has the op-
portunity to become a major force in 
the international energy market. It is 
being made possible through the devel-
opment of our domestic energy re-
sources, namely the expansion of un-
conventional resources, such as shale 
gas and oil. 

Through remarkable innovations, the 
U.S. has been able to access oil and gas 
from shale formations that were pre-
viously inaccessible or uneconomical 
to produce. As a result, we have quick-
ly moved from energy dependence and 
a weaker footing to energy abundance 
and strategic leverage both domesti-
cally and abroad. 

At a time when the economy has not 
recovered at an acceptable pace, gas 
production in particular areas, such as 
the Marcellus shale in Pennsylvania, 
have provided a key source of economic 
relief and job creation. As a result of 
the Marcellus, Pennsylvanians and 
Americans across the country are bene-
fiting from lower heating costs, busi-
nesses are able to produce goods more 
efficiently, and manufacturers are 
looking to relocate to the United 
States to create products, support eco-
nomic expansion, and grow jobs that 
were previously headed overseas. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if we are to sustain 
the same level of growth and expan-
sion, policymakers must make smart 
choices for the future so that we sup-
port rather than hinder this oppor-
tunity. To start, we must continue to 
expand gas utilization domestically. 

The Marcellus shale, for example, has 
changed where, in the United States, 
gas is transported and utilized and how 
it is transported from region to region. 
This reconfiguration requires new in-
frastructure, including pipelines for 
transmission and transport and new 
processing facilities, and this all re-
quires long-term planning and invest-
ment. 

Additionally, because the domestic 
production of natural gas is far sur-
passing U.S. demand, most economists 
agree that a modest expansion of nat-
ural gas exports would serve to sta-
bilize domestic prices and supply, 
which is critical to sustaining the 
rapid growth in the industry that we 
have witnessed. Furthermore, each gas 
export terminal is a multibillion-dollar 
investment that creates construction 
jobs in addition to the more permanent 
positions within the natural gas value 
chain. That means jobs for steel-
workers, turbine manufacturers, pipe-
fitters, and others, which will help 
communities across the country. 

Given the situation in Ukraine and 
events in the Middle East, we are re-
minded that our energy resources can 
also provide significant geopolitical 
benefits. Exporting even a small 
amount of these plentiful resources 
overseas to our allies will strengthen 
not only our domestic economy but our 
national security. President Obama, 
Secretary of State Kerry, and leaders 
of the European Union have clearly 
stated that additional global supplies 

of natural gas will benefit Europe and 
our strategic partners. For this reason, 
I am proud to say the House recently 
passed H.R. 6, the Domestic Prosperity 
and Global Freedom Act. This bipar-
tisan bill would streamline the permit-
ting process for natural gas exports. 

In February 2014, the United States 
Department of Commerce reported that 
our national trade deficit for 2013 im-
proved by $63.1 billion in comparison to 
2012. However, despite this improve-
ment, figures for the month of April 
are now showing that imports are in-
creasing and that exports are decreas-
ing, and as a result, the trade deficit is 
now at a 2-year high. With the U.S. De-
partment of Commerce having ac-
knowledged that increased petroleum 
exports are a key factor that can con-
tribute to a lower trade deficit, it 
makes perfect sense to allow additional 
LNG exports in order to further reduce 
the trade deficit. In addition to its eco-
nomic and international benefits, nat-
ural gas has helped to significantly 
lower our carbon emissions, which de-
creased by 3.8 percent last year in the 
United States, down to 1994 levels, ac-
cording to government data. 

The United States needs a smart en-
ergy policy that enables the citizens to 
continue receiving the benefits of 
abundant, low-cost energy, but also 
one that utilizes these resources as a 
tool of strategic leverage to improve 
our environment and shape inter-
national events to the benefit of Amer-
ica and its allies. 

Mr. Speaker, we have made a smart 
and strategic decision in the House 
with the passage of H.R. 6. Let’s con-
tinue to advance similar policies to 
further leverage the many benefits of 
our domestic energy resources. Let’s do 
it for the good of the American people 
and our Nation’s strategic competitive-
ness in the world. 

f 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Export-Import 
Bank, the official export credit agency 
of the United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, it is so frustrating to 
see this normally bipartisan effort to 
support the American economy get hi-
jacked. I would bet, Mr. Speaker, that 
this bill could pass on suspension, that 
two-thirds of this House would be will-
ing to reauthorize the Ex-Im Bank, if 
we were to put it to a vote on this 
floor—but no. Instead, we are forced, 
once again, to yield to a minority of 
the majority—the Tea Party—which 
demands the decapitation of an eco-
nomic development and jobs creator 
giant—the United States of America’s 
Export-Import Bank. 

Why is this? Is it because the Bank 
doesn’t work? No. It is an example of 
how government effectively could part-
ner with the private sector. The Bank 
puts U.S. exporters on equal footing 

when foreign competitors have foreign 
export aid, and it bridges the gaps in 
the private market. 

The reality is that, in the global 
marketplace, our competitors are ag-
gressively using their export banks. 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, which is my 
district, is still very much a manufac-
turing economy—the second in the Na-
tion relying on this sector. Every day, 
workers in Milwaukee compete against 
foreign workers with extensive and ag-
gressive foreign export credit agency 
backing. 

Today, the United States Export-Im-
port Bank supports an estimated 
205,000 export-related jobs in the 
United States. My fellow Republican 
Wisconsin colleagues—Representative 
RYAN and Representative SENSEN-
BRENNER—not long ago urged Bank fi-
nancing because ‘‘all steps should be 
taken to reinvigorate the economy and 
bring jobs to the United States.’’ With 
higher than average unemployment in 
Milwaukee, the need for the Bank has 
not changed. Not only does the Bank 
support jobs, but it makes a profit 
from its operation and pays funds back 
to the U.S. taxpayers—$5 billion since 
1990. 

Opponents don’t acknowledge that. 
Instead, they call for gimmick ac-
counting, or, as my CPA and tax attor-
ney colleague Representative BRAD 
SHERMAN calls it, ‘‘fairytale value’’ ac-
counting. Further, opponents claim 
that the Bank exclusively helps big 
corporations, yet 90 percent of the 
Bank’s activities help small business, 
and that number is on the rise. Just 
ask Apple Steel Rule Die in Mil-
waukee, a company you have never 
heard of because it is not a big com-
pany. In fact, new reports from The 
Brookings Institution show that the 
failure to reauthorize the Bank hurts 
small and medium-sized businesses the 
most. 

I hear Delta testify against the Ex- 
Im Bank, and then, hypocritically, 
turn around and use foreign export 
credit agencies for their fleet. By the 
way, Delta would qualify to use more 
foreign export credit to buy foreign- 
made Airbus aircraft if Congress does 
not reauthorize the Export-Import 
Bank. For real, colleagues, do any of us 
believe that Delta will turn down for-
eign support to buy an Airbus plane or 
a plane from the Chinese? Come on 
now. I have got a bridge to sell you. 

Opponents also say the Bank only 
supports 2 percent of exports. Exactly. 
The Bank’s mission is limited. It does 
not compete when private financing is 
available. The Export-Import Bank’s 
fees are higher than U.S. commercial 
bank fees. It is not in competition. It 
works in concert with banks here in 
the United States. This is further proof 
that the Bank is working. However, 
that 2 percent still supports a lot of 
economic activity in Milwaukee. When 
I am back in my district, unions and 
businesses—large and small—are hand 
in hand, saying reauthorize the Export- 
Import Bank. 
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